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TDS Mass Load (Tons/day)
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Delta Island Drainage

Characterization of Delta island drainage is based on over 1400 drainage samples
collected from 25 Delta islands by the Department of Water Resources, and drainage
volume estimates by the Department.

Figure 6-28 shows that TDS concentrations in island drainage tend to increase during the
wet months, probably due in large part to planned salt leaching to maintain the
productivity of the soils. Concentrations tend to be higher in dry years.

Figure 6-29 depicts computed mass loads of TDS from island drainage. Wet months tend
to be associated with greater loadings, particularly in wet years. The reader should keep
in mind the fact that TDS in island drainage is largely a function of concentration of salts
in water applied to the land by evaporation and plant transpiration. While island
activities increase TDS concentration, the mass load in the applied water may be little
affected by island operations.

Diversions

Total dissolved solids in the major drinking water diversions from the Delta are discussed
below.

North Bay Aqueduct, State Water Project

Figure 6-30 shows historical TDS concentrations and mass loads in waters of the North
Bay Aqueduct. Long-term trends of change are not apparent.

Monthly summaries, presented in Figure 6-31 indicate the months of March through May
are characterized by elevated concentrations in dry years especially. As shown in

Figure 6-32 much of the TDS loading occurs during the spring and summer months.

The distribution of TDS concentrations (Figure 6-33) shows the most frequently observed
concentrations are in the range of 200 to 250 mg/L; the most commonly observed range
of loads is 30 to 40 Tons/day (Figure 6-34).

California Aqueduct, State Water Project

Historic TDS concentrations and loads at H.O. Banks Pumping Plant are shown in
Figure 6-35, as measured by collection of discrete samples. No discernable long term
trends of change are apparent. Figure 6-36 shows TDS concentrations in dry years are
higher in all months. Elevated TDS loads, characterized by Figure 6-37, occur during the
months of January through March, and again in the summer months of dry years.
Referring to Figure 6-38, TDS concentrations are widely distributed, the majority being
found in the range of 150 to 400 mg/L. TDS loads are also widely distributed, as
indicated in Figure 6-39. The great majority of observations fall in the range of 0 to 4000
Tons/day, with excursions to greater than 7000 Tons/day.

Figure 6-40 presents historical TDS inferred from continuous recordings of specific
conductance (EC) at Banks Pumping Plant. Figure 6-41 and Figure 6-42 are frequency
distributions of concentration and mass load based on continuous recorder data. These
findings are comparable to those derived from collection and analysis of discrete
samples.
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TDS in Delta Island Drainage
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FIGURE 6-30
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TDS at SWP North Bay PP
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FIGURE 6-35
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TDS at SWP Banks Pumping Plant
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Contra Costa Water District Pumping Plant #1

Historical TDS conditions at Pumping Plant #1 are represented by Figure 6-43, which
shows wide swings in TDS concentrations, almost certainly reflecting the more
pronounced influence of sea water intrusion at this location as compared to the drinking
water supply intakes further upstream (south) along Old River. The relatively small
mass loads are a reflection of the smaller size of the system, as compared to the State and
Federal diversions further south. Figure 6-44 shows that dry conditions cause elevated
TDS concentrations in the summer months when fresh water flows are low. Wet
conditions, conversely, enable sea water intrusion to be repelled with resulting good
quality water in these months. As depicted in Figure 6-45, loadings of salt into the
CCWD system are aggravated during dry years, especially in the summer months when
concentrations are higher in dry years. Figure 6-46 shows concentrations are widely
distributed, most falling in the range of 50 to 550 mg/L; Figure 6-47 demonstrates that
most loadings fall in the range of 50 to 200 Tons/day.

Delta Mendota Canal, Central Valley Project

Figure 6-48 shows the historical record of TDS concentrations and loadings, as measured
by the Department of Water Resources. The trend appears to be one of no significant
change with time. Figure 6-49 shows that dry years are associated with elevated TDS
concentrations in all months and that, in such years, December is highest. Loadings
during wet months of dry years are high, while loadings during the warm months of wet
years also tend to be high (Figure 6-50). The former observation is probably a reflection
of poor salt dilution during winter months of dry years when San Joaquin River salt loads
are high and contribute strongly to salinity of the DMC. The latter observation is
probably a reflection of increased dilution due to more ample reservoir releases.

Figure 6-51 indicates that most TDS concentrations measured at this location fall in the
200 to 500 mg/L range, and Figure 6-52 indicates most loads are in the range of 1000 to
4000 Tons/day.

248




FIGURE 6-43
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Turbidity

Turbidity is the physical characteristic of water that limits light penetration. It can be
caused by inorganic particulate matter, such as sediment from erosion, and by organic
matter such as algae and other life forms. Turbidity is important in drinking water
because particulate matter has the capability to shield pathogenic organisms from the
destructive effects of chemical oxidants used for drinking water disinfection. Cost of
treatment can also be affected by turbidity as reflected in greater chemical use and
increased volumes of waste solids that must be disposed. Another aspect of turbidity
having significance to drinking water supplies taken from the Delta is its effect on the
ability to monitor for the presence of pathogens in the source water. EPA Method 1623
is an assay for the presence of the protozoan pathogens Giardia lamblia and
Cryptosporidium sp. The method, which involves filtration of water samples, is subject
to interference by particulate matter in turbid waters, making difficult the task of
assessing the pathogen status of Delta source waters. Decisions on the level of treatment
required to achieve safe drinking water are, thus, made more complicated.

Figure 7-1 presents an overall perspective of turbidity in the Delta area. In general, the
American River and the west side tributaries the Cosumnes and Mokelumne Rivers are
characterized by low turbidity, whereas the waters of the Sacramento and San Joaquin
Rivers are about seven times higher, overall.

The North Bay Aqueduct experiences the highest turbidities of the major drinking water
diversions by a factor of two to three. This, like the elevated organic carbon found at this
location is probably due largely to local watershed effects, and does demonstrate that
agencies treating North Bay Aqueduct water are faced with special challenges.

Drainage from Delta islands contributes a similar amount of turbidity as do the
Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers. The turbidity of Contra Costa’s intake at Pumping
Plant #1 is considerably lower than is found at the other drinking water supply intakes,
perhaps due to settling as the water is transported out of Old River through Rock Slough
to the pumping plant. Water taken into the State Water Project is about 20 percent lower
in turbidity than water diverted into the Delta Mendota Canal (DMC). This is due to the
fact that water flows through Clifton Court and settles there before being pumped into the
California Aqueduct. On the other hand, the Tracy Pumping Plant takes water directly
from Old River into the DMC, affording no opportunity for the river water to settle. The
settling effect of Clifton Court can be seen in the need for periodic sediment removal
from its bottom.

Delta Tributaries
The following describes turbidity conditions in the major inflows to the Delta.

Sacramento River
As the largest source of fresh water inflow to the Delta, turbidity in the river has
important effects on the quality of waters diverted from the Delta for drinking water use.
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West Sacramento Intake

Figure 7-2 depicts historical turbidity readings in the Sacramento River above its
confluence with the American River, at the intake to the West Sacramento water
treatment plant. Large swings are evident, most falling during wet periods when river
flows were high (on the order of 70,000 cfs), indicating strong erosive forces in the
watershed. An interesting, but unexplained, maximum was observed in December 1997
when river flow was only about 22,000 cfs, followed by a similarly high turbidity in
February 1998 when flow was at about 67,000 cfs, more typically associated with such
high turbidity.

Figure 7-3 presents computations of average monthly turbidities over different hydrologic
year types. Consistent with the concept that mineral turbidity is caused by erosive flows,
turbidities at this location are highest during wet seasons and wet years. Turbidity caused
by algal growth would be expected to be reflected in increased turbidities during the
warm months, and perhaps particularly during dry years when water clarities would
improve light penetration for photosynthesis. Such a phenomenon appears not to be
evident, however, suggesting that much of the turbidity found at this location is
inorganic. The distribution of turbidity readings, presented in Figure 7-4, shows that
most measurements fall within the 10 to 40 NTU range of turbidities.

Greenes Landing

Figure 7-5 displays historical turbidity readings taken in the Sacramento River at Greenes
Landing. Peaks are associated with periods of high river flow. No long term trends of
change are observed, however. Figure 7-6 presents the results of a linear regression
analysis to examine the relationship between flow and turbidity at Greenes Landing.
While there is a correspondence of higher flows with higher turbidities, the relationship is
not very strong (R? = 0.61), indicating factors such as turbidity caused by algal growth
may be at work.

Figure 7-7 shows monthly average turbidities over different hydrologies. Wet months,
particularly during wet years, are associated with high turbidity. Absent is evidence of
significant influence of algal growth during warm months. Figure 7-8 indicates that most
measured values fall within a range of 10 to 30 NTU.

Mallard Island

Figure 7-9 shows monthly average turbidities for the Sacramento at Mallard Island.
Unlike the West Sacramento and Greenes Landing stations upstream on the Sacramento
River, there is significant turbidity during the warm months of the year, particularly
during wet years. And, while wet months, especially of wet years, are associated with
maximum turbidities, the differences are not as pronounced as is the case upstream. This
may be a reflection of increased turbidity caused by biological activity, and is consistent
with knowledge that this area is important for supporting fisheries resources. As shown
in Figure 7-10, about 80 percent of turbidity readings at this location fall in the range of
10 to 40 NTU.
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San Joaquin River
Turbidity observed in the San Joaquin River near Vernalis is used to represent inputs
from that river.

Figure 7-11 presents historical turbidity records from the San Joaquin River near
Vernalis. Large peaks occurred in February 1993 and February 1998. On the former
occasion river flow was about 2900 cfs, which is low, but not unusually so. On the latter
occasion, flow was about 20,000 cfs. Flows as high as about 33,000 cfs were observed
during the period of record, and turbidities during these times were lower. So, these
observations are not explained on the basis of the relationship between flow and
turbidity.

Figure 7-12 shows monthly averages, and indicates that February is a peak period for
turbidity, and more so in that month of wet years. Turbidity observed during that period
is consistent with mineral turbidity caused by erosive forces. During the warm months, a
different pattern emerges. July of dry years is associated with highest turbidities, and
turbidity rises from April through a peak in July, and recedes by fall of the year. This
observation could be explained by algal growth, and such an hypothesis is supported by
the observation, discussed in the nutrient section of this report, that total nitrogen and
total phosphorus concentrations at this location are three times higher than are found in
the Sacramento River at Greenes Landing. Most turbidity measurements made at this
location fall within the10 to 40 NTU range, as depicted in Figure 7-13.

American River

Figure 7-14 is a presentation of historical turbidity data collected in samples of the
American River at the intake to the Sacramento water treatment plant. A pronounced
peak occurred in February 1986 during the historically high flows present at that time.
No long term trends of change are apparent. Monthly averages, presented Figure 7-15,
indicate that turbidities in most months are low, and that wet periods, especially in wet
years, are important contributors of turbidity. The lack of turbidity at times other than
when flows are high is an indication of minimal algal production, suggesting the turbidity
at this location is mostly from mineral particulates. Most turbidity readings taken at this
location fall in the 2 to 4 NTU range, as depicted in Figure 7-16.

Discharges
Turbidity data have been found for drainage from Sacramento storm drainage and Delta
islands. Data for other waste water and storm water discharges were not available.

Sacramento Storm Drainage

Based on 50 storm drain samples collected from six Sacramento area locations over the
period October 1991 through February 1992, the average turbidity in Sacramento storm
drain samples was 76 NTU, with a standard deviation of 83 NTU.
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Delta Island Drainage

Figure 7-17 demonstrates that turbidity in drainage from Delta islands does not vary
greatly by month or by hydrologic year type, except that during wet years, February and
June are associated with high turbidities. The February peak could reflect seasonal
discharge of water used to leach island soils and the June peak may reflect discharge of
residual irrigation water.

Diversions

Turbidity is measured in water diverted for use as drinking water supply. The results are
discussed here.

North Bay Aqueduct, State Water Project

Historical turbidity measurements made at the North Bay Pumping Plant intake to the
North Bay Aqueduct are depicted in Figure 7-18. The location is characterized by wide
turbidity swings, which fosters appreciation of the difficulties encountered by agencies
treating the water from this source. Treatment processes generally operate best under
constant conditions. When water quality undergoes rapid and pronounced changes, such
as is the case with turbidity at this location, treatment systems must be continually
rebalanced to provide optimum drinking water quality. This greatly complicates the
challenge of providing consistently high quality treated drinking water.

Figure 7-19 provides an indication that erosive effects in the watershed are important for
producing turbidity, as is seen in peaks during wet months, particularly during wet years.
The turbidity peak observed in June and July irrespective of hydrologic conditions
appears to provide evidence of algal productivity during the warm months. Turbidity
makeup may, therefore, change from mineral in the winter more toward organic in the
summer. Figure 7-20 reveals that frequency of turbidities is not sharply defined, with
turbidities over the wide range from 10 to 100 NTU comprising about 80 percent of
observations. Very high turbidities are sometimes observed, suggesting that the North
Bay Aqueduct is heavily exposed to localized effects from the watershed.

California Aqueduct, State Water Project

Figure 7-21 summarizes historical turbidity readings made on samples collected at the
H.O. Banks Pumping Plant in the south Delta. Turbidity swings of 30 NTU have been
experienced, with peaks generally appearing during the months of June and July. No
obvious longer-term trends of change are noted. Figure 7-22 reflects the effects of
settling in Clifton Court, the forebay to the pumping plant. Whereas other locations
experience pronounced turbidity peaks during the wet months, such peaks are not
observed at the pumping plant. This figure also suggests that algal productivity, perhaps
produced in part in Clifton Court, may affect turbidity during the warm months. The
pattern of higher turbidities in the warm months of wet years may be a reflection of
turbidity caused by increased channel velocities from pumping.

Most measured turbidities at this location are in the 5 to 20 NTU range, which is also a
reflection of the beneficial effect of Clifton Court (Figure 7-23). Comparison of this
figure to the equivalent figure for the DMC Intake indicates the range of 10 to 25 NTU is

most commonly observed at the latter location that does not have the benefit of a forebay.
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Contra Costa Water District Pumping Plant #1

Historical turbidity at Contra Costa Water District’s Pumping Plant #1 is shown in
Figure 7-24. Figure 7-25 shows that turbidities reach maxima during warm months of
wet years. During dry years, turbidity is generally low in these months. Algal
productivity may play a role during these months. Another factor may be the effect of
higher pumping rates during the warm months of wet years causing increased channel
velocities and transport of particulate matter. Wet months are not associated with
elevated turbidities, suggesting settling in Rock Slough as a possible factor.

Figure 7-26 indicates the most frequently observed turbidities are found in the 2 to 12
NTU range, lower than is commonly found at the other diversions.

Delta Mendota Canal, Central Valley Project

Figure 7-27 depicts the record of turbidity compiled by the Department of Water
Resources in the Delta Mendota Canal just downstream of Tracy Pumping Plant. Peaks
were observed during January 1995 and January 1997 during high flow conditions. No
long term patterns of change are obvious. Turbidity observations averaged by month
appear in Figure 7-28. January of wet years is associated with high turbidity; but, this

average will have been strongly affected by the peaks experienced in January of 1995 and

1997. The pattern of increasing turbidity during warm months may reflect a combination
of seasonal algal growth and turbidity induced by pumping. Figure 7-29 demonstrates
the most frequently observed range of turbidities is 10 to 25 NTU.
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FIGURE 7-27
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Nutrients
Nutrients were identified by the Drinking Water Constituents Work Group as being of
concern to drinking water and, therefore, in need of addressing in this study.

The nutrients that are generally most important to primary productivity (algal growth) in
Delta channels are forms of nitrogen and phosphorus; however, algae growth in the Delta
is often limited by light penetration, due to the usual turbidity of Delta waters. For most
algal forms, nitrate is the most biologically available of the nitrogen compounds, while
ortho-phosphate is typically the most biologically active phosphorus compound.
Biological activity and natural oxidative and reductive processes cause nitrogen and
phosphorus compounds to transform from one state to another, so nutrients are not
conservative in the system as are salts. Nitrogen is also lost from the system as gaseous
nitrogen, and added to the system by fixation of gaseous nitrogen by some terrestrial
plants, and by some algae.

As a general rule, algae incorporate nitrogen and phosphorus in approximately a 16:1
ratio, on an atomic basis. When dissolved ortho-phosphorus concentrations are above
about 5 ug/L, there is an excess of phosphorus relative to algal requirements; whereas,
when dissolved nitrate concentrations exceed about 20 ug/L, there is generally an excess
of nitrogen relative to algal needs. In the absence of other limiting factors, algal growth
will be limited by whichever nutrient is in shortest supply, relative to algal
requirements./6 However, in the Delta, limited light penetration caused by the usual
turbidity and color of Delta waters often limits algal growth such that both nitrogen and
phosphorus concentrations found in Delta waters often exceed those required to support
additional growths.

Algal growths supported by the nitrogen and phosphorus nutrients produce organic
carbon that may, under certain conditions, enhance production of disinfection byproducts
in drinking water. Also, some algae produce compounds capable of imparting unpleasant

“odors and flavors to drinking water. These tastes and odors can be very difficult to

control, and can require greatly increased usage of treatment chemicals, with associated
increased solid waste from treatment processes. Algae can also clog filters and other
water conveyance and treatment equipment. Due to these problems, waters low in
nutrients are more desirable as drinking water sources.

By contrast, the standing crop of algae forms the basis for the food web that supports
invertebrate and vertebrate forms of animal life, including fish. For many species that
inhabit the Delta, it may be true that more, rather than less, nutrients are advantageous.
Thus, the need for nutrients to support a healthy ecological system in the Delta can be at
odds with the need to minimize nutrient presence in sources of drinking water. Reaching
an optimal balance is one of the challenges facing the CALFED Program.

Data exist for nitrate and ortho-phosphate in Delta waters. Other nitrogen compounds for
which data exist include ammonia, nitrite, and organic nitrogen. Other phosphorus
compounds for which data exist include acid hydrolyzable phosphate, and total
phosphorus. Data also exist for total nitrogen and total phosphorus.
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Examination of nutrient data for individual chemical species generally does not provide a
clear picture of the capacity for algal growth because of the continual change in the
composition of the nitrogen and phosphorus compounds, and because algae will respond
to increases in nutrient availability only when nutrient availability is limiting growth. As
previously discussed, algal growth in the Delta is often limited by turbidity and color of
the water.

Despite the difficulty of interpreting the data, it is perhaps useful to examine nitrate and
ortho-phosphate data to get an overall idea of nutrient availability to algae. This may
help to provide an understanding of algal growth patterns.

Nutrient data on Delta waterways reviewed in this study were from The Department of
Water Resources and from the U.S. Geological Survey. The Department of Water
Resources Municipal Water Quality Investigations Program has rather extensive data on
nitrate, and some data on total phosphorus. The U.S. Geological Survey collects
extensive nutrient data on the Sacramento River at Freeport and on the San Joaquin River
near Vernalis. Because the USGS data set is rather complete for the Freeport and
Vernalis locations, more extensive effort is devoted to reviewing the data for the various
species of nitrogen and phosphorus at these two locations. As these are the primary
tributaries to the Delta, this should provide a good indication of overall nutrient supplies
to the Delta through the inflow streams.

Figure 8-1 presents overall concentrations and loadings of total nitrogen and total
phosphorus, as measured by the USGS at its Freeport, Vernalis and Mokelumne River
monitoring stations, and from measurements of storm drainage concentrations by the
cities of Sacramento and Stockton. Data from Sacramento Regional County Sanitation
District and Stockton Waste Water Treatment Plant are also summarized. The
Sacramento River and its tributaries account for twice the load of total nitrogen compared
to the San Joaquin River, and about two and one-half times the phosphorus load.
Concentrations of total nitrogen are, however, nearly three times as large in the San
Joaquin as in the Sacramento, and total phosphorus loads are also nearly three times
larger. These data reflect the poorer quality and lower flows of the San Joaquin River as
compared to the Sacramento River, an observation that is common to a number of water
quality constituents. Concentrations of nitrogen and phosphorus in Stockton storm
drainage are higher than in the San Joaquin River; however, no flow estimates are
available to enable computation of loads. The Mokelumne River does not contribute
significantly to either concentrations or loads of nitrate entering the Delta.

Figure 8-2 is a summary of nitrate concentrations and loads at various locations as
measured by the Department of Water Resources, cities of Sacramento and of Stockton
(in storm drainage) and by Sacramento County Regional Sanitation District and City of
Stockton in (treated waste water effluent). Despite its smaller size, the San Joaquin River
contributes a nitrate load similar to that of the Sacramento River, with concentrations
over four times higher than are present at Greenes Landing. The influence of the San
Joaquin River and Delta island drainage is evident in nitrate concentrations found at the
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south Delta points of diversion of drinking water supplies, which are roughly twice the
concentration as is found in the Sacramento River. The North Bay Aqueduct also
experiences higher nitrate concentrations than the Sacramento River at Greenes Landing,
probably due to the influence of the local watershed.

Appendix A contains an analysis of available nitrate data, collected by the Department of
Water Resources, that is not discussed in detail here.

A more complete discussion of nutrients in the Sacramento River at Freeport and in the
San Joaquin River near Vernalis, as measured by the U.S. Geological Survey, follows.

Sacramento River at Freeport

Figure 8-3 summarizes historical total nitrogen concentrations and mass loads in the
Sacramento River at the Freeport Bridge, just upstream of the discharge of the
Sacramento County Regional Sanitation District. These data are based on 167 samples
collected over the period of record. The pronounced concentration and load spike
observed in September 1976 is not explained, other than the fact that historic drought
conditions were being experienced at that time, and flow was just over 13,000 cfs, which
is low. Later that year flows were even smaller, though, and were not accompanied by
such high nitrogen concentrations. Otherwise, no obvious trends of change are noted.
Figure 8-4 depicts total nitrogen concentrations by month over various hydrologic
conditions. The high reading in September 1976 has distorted the average. Loadings of
total nitrogen, represented by Figure 8-5 show that wet months of wet years are typically
associated with highest loadings.

The frequency distributions for concentrations and loadings show that most total nitrogen
concentrations observed fall within a 0.4 to 1.0 mg/L range, while most loads are within
the range of 10 to 50 Tons/day. (Please refer to Figure 8-6 and Figure 8-7.)

Ammonia, as shown in Figure 8-8 is highest in January of dry years; whereas
Figure 8-9 demonstrates that wet months of wet years are associated with highest loads,
and wet years in general are associated with larger ammonia loads.

Nitrite is depicted in Figure 8-10, indicating that dry years are generally associated with
higher nitrite concentrations in most months, while May of wet years has seen the highest
concentrations. Figure 8-11 shows that, like ammonia, nitrite loads are highest in wet
months of wet years, and higher in wet years generally.

Nitrate is summarized in Figure 8-12. Wet month of wet years produce somewhat higher
concentrations, and based on Figure 8-13, significantly higher loads of nitrate, although
hydrologic year type appears to be a less important determinant of nitrate concentration.

Kjeldahl nitrogen is a measure of organic nitrogen and ammonia taken together.

As depicted in Figure 8-14, dry years, and especially dry months of dry years, produce
highest concentrations. This may be due to greater incorporation of nitrogen into organic
forms, and/or from a greater presence of ammonia. Referring to the ammonia graph,
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concentrations appear to increase only modestly during the periods during dry months of
dry years when Kjeldahl nitrogen concentrations are high. This is an indication that
much of the nitrogen may be in organic form, and could be due to increased primary
productivity resulting from warmer temperatures and/or increased light penetration.
Figure 8-15 shows that January of wet years is an important period for production of
Kjeldahl nitrogen loads.

Historic total phosphorus is summarized in Figure 8-16. Over the relatively long record
available, there is a preliminary appearance of reduced concentrations and loads after
about the mid-1980’s. If this change is real, it may be due to relocation of waste water
treatment discharges from the American River to the Regional facility downstream,
improved non-point pollution control measures, or other factors.

Figure 8-17 shows that August of dry years is associated with higher total phosphorus
concentrations, and that the wet months are generally also associated with higher
concentrations. Loads are distinctly higher in wet months of wet years, as is shown on
Figure 8-18. Frequency distributions indicate the most often observed concentrations are
in the 0.1to 3 mg/L range, and loads are most frequently in the 5 to 15 Tons/day range.
(Please refer to Figure 8-19 and Figure 8-20.)

Figure 8-21 shows average ortho-phosphate concentrations under different hydrologies.
Wet months of dry years in particular, and dry years generally, are associated with higher
concentrations. The pattern for loads, depicted in Figure 8-22 is for wet months of wet
years to predominate.

San Joaquin River near Vernalis g

Figure 8-23 is a summary of historical total nitrogen concentrations measured in waters
of the San Joaquin River near Vernalis. A maximum was experienced in March 1974 for
reasons that are not evident. Flow at this time was about 5500 cfs, which is not unusual.
Minima occurred during the period July through September 1977 during the historic
drought when flows in the San Joaquin River were below 100 cfs. Another minimum
occurred in November 1990 when flow was low (just over 1100 cfs), but not as low as it
became later that season when total nitrogen concentrations did not reach minima.

Figure 8-24 indicates that total nitrogen concentrations are highest in March of wet years, Q
and during that month generally. Load calculations, depicted in Figure 8-25, indicate
wet months of wet years are most important, with March being a strong contributor.
Frequency distributions shown in Figure 8-26 and Figure 8-27 indicate most total
nitrogen concentrations are observed in the 1 to 5 mg/L range and that loads are most
commonly found in the 10 to 40 Tons per day range.

Figure 8-28 shows average ammonia concentrations for different hydrologic year types.

Wet months of wet years predominate, with wet months generally being associated with
highest concentrations. Loadings follow a similar pattern with wet months of wet year

310




s il i

|R43

Kjeldahl Nitrogen, Dissolved (Tons/day)

80

Kjeldahl N in Sacramento R @ Freeport

ODry Years 13 9 42 12 16 26 18 16 29 13 8 16

EAIl Years 49 17 29 12 14 13 13 12 16 10 12 17

HWet Years 67 19 24 12 14 11 12 10 9 8 14 18
Month

ODry Years

‘OAll Years
[ WWet Years

-
@
S
~
=1
)
—
()



i

FIGURE 8-16

(Kep/suoy) peo SSep — y
j\mEv coamb:mocoo,n - - owny
(RN (IRY IR R TR IR SR TR R SRR R SR . E © ©
& & & o Aa/,. & & e/ e/z & & o & A% & A @ @Y Y «,vz ao: N oz N
_ * 100
..—
Y
.—.a FLL
- u-.- | ]
:. _. { ', -....
—- -“ AW -m-mt-‘-‘—|-.-|~.-|-|r‘ - 010
{ . ' .~»— .“ ,........_L
. ]
| ]
- 00'L
]\ ! }5\} 0001
00001

Hodaai4 © Y ojusweldeg ui snioydsoyd |ejo

snioydsoud jejoL

312



€le

Total Phosphorus (mg/L)

0.18

Total Phosphorus in Sacramento R @ Freeport

0.16

0.14

0.12

0.10 -

0.08 +

0.06 +-

0.04 -

0.02 -

0.00

ODry Years

0.08

0.09

0.08

EAll Years

0.11

0.08

0.07

M Wet Years

0.14

0.08

0.07

| 'ODry Years

éDAll Years

‘Ll Wet Yea__r»sw

.

LT-8 TANOIA



1483

Total Phosphorus (Tons/day)

25.00

20.00

15.00

10.00

5.00

0.00 1

Total Phosphorus in Sacramento R @ Freeport

-
-

ODry Years

3.81 2.63

469 |

B All Years

3.27 4.17

6.70

M Wet Years

2.73 6.15

051 |

ODry Years

‘OAll Years
WWet Years

81-8 HANIIA

3
]
f

i



S1E

Frequency

Total Phosphorus in Sacramento R. @ Freeport

80.00%
70.00%
60.00%
50.00%

40.00%

30.00%

20.00%
10.00%

0.00%

|

!

120.00%

- 100.00%

1 80.00%

+ 60.00%

- 40.00%

1 20.00%

Total Phosphorus (mg/)

More

.00%

&4 Frequency _
-=— Cumulative %

=
Q
c
~
=
o0
—
=



91¢

Frequency

Total Phosphorus in Sacramento R. @ Freeport

70.00%

60.00%

50.00%

40.00% -+

30.00%

20.00%

10.00%

0.00%

120.00%

+ 100.00%

+ 80.00%

1+ 60.00%

+ 40.00%

1 20.00%

- .00%

B Frequency
—a— Cumulative %

g? 07-8 TANDIA



L1¢

Ortho-phosphate in Sacramento R @ Freeport

0.045

0.040

—_ 0.035 B
e~
o))
E
ko] 0.030 T .
S P
g 0025 1 o % ‘ODry Years
g = g }DAII Years
£ 0.020 1 %*:i | [ WWet Years .
o i i et TEals
s 0015 Il |
8 - L i
o ooto H |l |

0.005 {- — [ .

0.000 L

1 2 4

0.030
0.026
0.023

ODry Years | 0.040 | 0.036
B All Years 0.033 0.029

BWet Years | 0.024 | 0.021

=
Q
c
=
&
O'O
N
P



Ortho-Phosphate in Sacramento R @ Freeport
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Ammonia in S.J.R. nr. Vernalis

0.40
0.35
030 |-
- .
=)
E 025 =
% L ODry Years
0 0.20 H \OAll Years
(U8 ) a H
R g (M Wet Years
] 0.15 |-
E
E
<
0.10 +
0.05 -
0.00 LLE -
1 1
ODry Years 0.25 0.03 0.04 0.10 0.14 N
EAll Years 0.32 0.05 0.05 0.14 0.25 E
HWet Years | 0.36 0.10 0.05 0.07 0.20 0.36 [op)
Month c
el
=
¥
&)
co
w: r, L,, r .m“ Wh\mﬁ ;; ;! ﬁﬁa ﬁ @p w 4 ﬁ*“‘ﬁ w s g‘ ;;; e




being predominant, and wet months being generally associated with higher ammonia
loads (Figure 8-29).

Nitrite is depicted in Figure 8-30. Wet months are associated with some increase in
concentrations, and this effect tends to be more pronounced in wet years. Figure 8-31
shows that nitrite loads in the San Joaquin River during wet months of wet years are a
predominant influence. Loads in the wetter months increase generally.

Nitrate concentrations are summarized in Figure 8-32. Wet months of dry years are
associated with highest concentrations and spring months of wet years are associated with
the lowest, probably related to reservoir releases. Loads are summarized in Figure 8-33,
that indicates winter months of wet years are associated with highest loads, whereas
summer months of dry years are associated with the lowest.

Kjeldahl nitrogen (organic nitrogen plus ammonia) concentrations, depicted in

Figure 8-34, are highest in wet months of wet years. Loads , as reflected in Figure 8-35,
are highest in the winter and spring months of wet years, p‘robably reflecting beneficial
effects of reservoir releases.

An historical summary of total phosphorus concentrations measured by the U.S.
Geological Survey in the waters of the San Joaquin River near Vernalis is shown in
Figure 8-36. No long term trends of change are readily apparent. Average monthly
concentrations were plotted for different hydrologic year types and presented in

Figure 8-37. There appears to be a pattern of greater concentrations in the wetter
months. Figure 8-38 demonstrates a pronounced pattern of greater loadings associated
with wet months of wet years and for the wetter months generally. Frequency
distributions displayed in Figure 8-39 and Figure 8-40, indicate the most frequently
observed concentrations and loads are in the 0.1 to 6 mg/L and 1 to 4 Tons/day ranges.

Figure 8-41 summarizes ortho-phosphate concentrations, and shows wet months as being
associated with higher concentrations, with wet months of wet years being highest. Wet
months of wet years are associated with pronounced increases in loads, as shown in

Figure 8-42.
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The State Water Project

The State Water Project is a source of drinking water to about two-thirds of the
population of California. Areas served by the State Water Project include the North Bay
area through the North Bay Aqueduct, the South Bay area through the South Bay
Aqueduct, coastal communities through the Coastal Branch of the California Aqueduct,
and Southern California through the East Branch and West Branch of the California
Aqueduct. Figure 1-2 depicts the areas served by the State Water Project.

The North Bay Aqueduct is entirely pipeline and is not subject to significant water
quality degradation after water is diverted into the aqueduct through North Bay Pumping
Plant. Water quality at that location has been discussed in some detail elsewhere in this

report.

Water is taken into the California Aqueduct of the State Water Project through the H.O.
Banks Delta Pumping Plant, which diverts water from Old River in the South Delta,
through Clifton Court Forebay. Some of the water entering the State Water Project is
taken from Old River in the south Delta through the Tracy Pumping Plant of the federal
Central Valley Project. Water from this locations flows south in the Delta Mendota
Canal to O’Neill Forebay, which connects the state and federal projects. Intermixed
water flows from O’Neill Forebay south to serve drinking water customers on the Coastal
Branch, East Branch, and West Branch of the California Aqueduct. Santa Clara Water
District also takes intermixed water through San Luis Reservoir as a federal customer, in
addition to taking water from the South Bay Aqueduct of the SWP as a State Water

Project contractor.

Water entering the California Aqueduct in the Delta is generally protected from further
degradation in the South Bay Aqueduct, and in the reach of the California Aqueduct to
O’Neill Forebay, with the possible exception of accidental spills and potential water
quality impacts from activities in the area, such as livestock grazing. There are not
constructed drains along these aqueduct reaches that permit non-project inflows to occur.

Specific conductance (EC) is useful for determining the presence of non-project inflows
to the system, as such flows would typically have a different EC than water diverted from
the Delta. Figure 9-1 summarizes specific conductance (EC) measurements made by
continuous recorders at Banks Pumping Plant and at the terminus to the South Bay
Aqueduct. These data indicate that EC at both locations has tracked closely since 1986
and indicates minimal change in mineral quality as the water is transported from the
Delta to the terminus of the South Bay Aqueduct. This analysis is not, however, sensitive
to the presence of pathogens that could, perhaps, enter the South Bay Aqueduct from
adjacent agricultural operations while not causing significant EC changes.

Water pumped into the Delta Mendota Canal (DMC) is of poorer mineral quality than
that taken through Clifton Court into the State Water Project. One reason for this
difference is that the gates of Clifton Court are operated on a tidal basis. During higher
parts of the tidal cycle when the gates are open, the Sacramento River has a greater
influence on the mineral quality than is the case at other tidal stages; so, the SWP gets a
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generally better mineral quality. Another reason for the difference is that, especially
during low flow conditions, Tracy Pumping Plant tends to divert a large proportion of the
flow of the San Joaquin River, and this source is saltier than water originating in the
Sacramento River.

Water Quality Investigations Program) is 254 mg/L, while the average at the intake to the
DMC is 280 mg/L, a 9 percent difference overall. In addition, unlike the reach of the
California Aqueduct between Banks and O’Neill Forebay, the reach of the DMC between
the Tracy Pumping Plant and O’Neill Forebay receives local drainage along the aqueduct.
The result is that, once intermingled in O’Neill Forebay and San Luis Reservoir, the
quality of water flowing south from O’Neill Forebay is not as good from a mineral
perspective. Figure 9-2 compares average monthly TDS measurements based on analysis
of discrete samples from these locations collected by the Division of Operations and
Maintenance of DWR. Water flowing in the California Aqueduct south of O’Neill g
Forebay was measured to be 14 percent higher, overall, in TDS than water pumped into
the system through Banks and, as it clear from the figure, higher in almost all months.
These data suggest that local drainage into the DMC may account for about a 5 percent
TDS increase over the 9% increase that occurs at the point of diversion in the Delta, in
drinking water supplies taken through the State Water Project south of O’Neill Forebay.

The overall average TDS measured at Banks Pumping Plant (through DWR’s Municipal E

The reach of the California Aqueduct between O’Neill Forebay and Kettleman City is
jointly owned by the State Water Project and Central Valley Project, was constructed by
the federal partner and is operated by the state. Unlike other reaches of the California
Aqueduct, this reach of aqueduct, known as the San Luis Reach, has drainage inlets that
allow storm drainage from the west side (upslope side) of the aqueduct to enter the
system during wet weather. Limited data collected from drainage flowing into the
aqueduct indicate their quality is variable but, in general, these drainages are small in
volume. Exceptions are Little Panoche Creek, Cantua Creek, Salt Creek, and Arroyo
Pasajero, west side streams that are intersected by the aqueduct, and into which flood
waters flow, sometimes in significant quantities. Additionally, during drought
emergencies, the State Water Project has allowed ground water from adjacent properties
to be conveyed for the purpose of reducing hardship to farmers in the area. As the local
ground water is generally of poorer mineral quality, the effect has been to somewhat
reduce the quality of water in the California Aqueduct during these times. ;3

Figure 9-3 depicts monthly averages of TDS concentrations measured in samples from
the outlet to O’Neill Forebay (Check 13, California Aqueduct), and Kettleman City v
(Check 21, California Aqueduct). As can be seen, the latter location is often associated 3
with higher TDS concentrations, 7 percent greater overall.

A few miles south of Kettleman City, is the Coastal Branch connection of the California
Aqueduct. Figure 9-4 depicts water quality changes between O’Neill Forebay Outlet and
Coastal Branch Check 4. The Coastal Branch is open aqueduct from its connection with
the main California Aqueduct to this location, after which water enters the pipeline that
continues west to serve the communities of San Luis Obispo and Santa Barbara. In the
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pipeline the water is protected from further mineralization. Overall there is a 16 percent
increase in TDS as the water moved from O’Neill Forebay to Check 4 during the period
1995 to 2000 where data were available for analysis.

The reach of the California Aqueduct from Kettleman City to the bifurcation of the East
and West Branches of the California Aqueduct (Tehachapi Afterbay) is not subject to
many water quality influences other than the intertie of the California Aqueduct to the
Kern River that exists in the Bakersfield area, and ground water seepage from the tunnels
conveying the water through the Tehachapi Mountains for delivery to Southern
California. Inflows of Kern River water occur only during flood periods and, when such
flows flow into the aqueduct, the mineral quality of the flows is quite good, although
large amounts of sediment can be carried into the aqueduct through this connection.
Figure 9-5 depicts average monthly TDS concentrations at the two locations. TDS
concentrations are about 5 percent higher, overall, at Tehachapi Afterbay, compared to
Kettleman City. The lower average TDS recorded at Tehachapi Afterbay in December
may reflect the influence of the Kern River during flood periods.

At Tehachapi Afterbay, the California Aqueduct branches. The West Branch flows
through Pyramic Lake to Castaic Lake, from which drinking water diversions occur. The
East Branch of the California Aqueduct goes across the high desert, serving the Palmdale
area, to Silverwood Lake, from whence it flows through the mountains to the Devil
Canyon Afterbay, then via pipeline to Lake Perris, the terminous of the East Branch,
located in Perris Valley. Drinking water diversions occur at Devil Canyon and Lake
Perris. Figure 9-6 compares monthly average TDS concentrations between Tehachapi
Afterbay and Devil Canyon Afterbay on the East Branch. There is a 2 percent overall
increase in TDS by the time the water reaches Devil Canyon. Some of this increase will
be due to evaporation and salt concentration in Silverwood Lake and the aqueduct, and
some may come from local seepage into the aqueduct and occasional storm drainage that
may enter the aqueduct from a few East Branch locations.

Figure 9-7 presents a comparison of monthly average specific conductance, or electrical
conductivity (EC) measured at Tehachapi Afterbay and Castaic Lake at the Metropolitan
Water District of Southern California drinking water supply intake. EC data for both
locations, available for the period since 1995, indicate significantly higher salt
concentrations in Castaic Lake than at Tehachapi Afterbay, 30 percent higher overall.
Castaic Lake has a 324,000 acre-foot capacity, and Pyramid Lake has a 171,000 acre-
foot capacity as compared to Silverwood at 75,000 acre-feet. Therefore, the quality of
water taken at Castaic reflects a six-fold greater buffering resulting from storage, as
compared to water taken from Devil Canyon. (The volume of Lake Perris is not
computed in this comparison because it is not often used for drinking water supply.) For
this reason, water quality taken from Castaic is not likely to closely resemble the quality
present at Tehachapi at any particular time. The higher salt content in Castaic Lake
probably reflects residual effects from earlier hydrologic conditions, local drainage from
the Pyramid and Castaic watersheds, and evaporation from the two reservoirs.

346




Lyt

Total Dissolved Solids (mg/L)

350

300

250 |

200

150

100

50

TDS Comparison - Kettleman City to Tehachapi Afterbay

10

1

12

s

i‘_—ﬁ—mkettlerﬁan City -
| —&—Tehachapi Afterbay

Lo o

S-6 1ANDIA



343

Total Dissolved Solids (mg/L)

350

300 -

250

200 -

150

100

50 -

TDS Comparison - Tehachapi Afterbay to Devil Canyon Afterbay

3 -4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Month e~ Tehachapi Aferbay

I 96 munow



6v¢

Specific Conductance (uS/cm)

600

500 |

400

300 {-

200

100

Month

9 10 11 12
| —e— Tehachapi Afterbay
IL—I—_ @—Castaic

L-6 TANOIA



The analyses of mineral constituents presented here are not intended to reflect pathogen
levels that may occur in the State Water Project, particularly in drinking water supplies
drawn from the reservoirs where body contact recreational activities occur. Also, human
and wildlife activities in the watersheds of the four Southern California reservoirs may
affect pathogen concentrations entering drinking water supplies in this area.




Comparison Among Key Monitoring Locations

As the two largest fresh water inflows to the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta System,
water quality measurements of the Sacramento River and San Joaquin River are very
important for being able to understand the factors influencing the quality of drinking
water supplies taken from the Delta. This is a discussion of current problems associated
with monitoring the lower reaches of these streams and a preliminary comparison of data
collected at different monitoring stations.

Sacramento River — Greenes Landing versus Hood

Hood is located on the Sacramento River about two miles upstream of Greenes Landing.
These locations were chosen for monitoring because they tend to reflect all the upstream
water quality influences on the water as it flows into the Delta. These locations are
sufficiently upstream of the Bay that tidal influence does not normally cause flow
reversals, so quality and flow measurements made at these places can be used to compute
concentrations and mass loads of materials moving from the Sacramento River into the
Delta. Water quality and flow monitoring has been conducted since the 1950’s at least
and, therefore, a very valuable historical record exists for this location.

Monitoring has been accomplished from a constructed platform owned by the U.S.
Bureau of Reclamation, and used by the Department of Water Resources and probably
other agencies as well. Unfortunately, the structure is subject to strong forces when river
flows are high, and it has weakened over the years to the point of being unsafe during
high flow conditions. In view of the high cost and other complications that would be
associated with rebuilding the monitoring station, a decision was recently made to build a
new facility at Hood, a location that offers several logistical advantages. The station at
Greenes Landing will be abandoned. Because the short reach of river between Hood and
Greenes Landing is not believed to be subject to significant water quality influences, it
has been supposed that data collected from the two locations are comparable. Data
collected by the Department of Water Resources at both stations over the same time
period are examined to provide a preliminary indication whether constituents of drinking
water concern measured at these locations are, indeed, comparable. '

Figure 10-1 is a plot showing total dissolved solids (TDS) concentrations measured at
both stations on the same days. Figure 10-2 compares bromide, Figure 10-3 compares
dissolved organic carbon (DOC), Figure 10-4 compares total organic carbon (TOC),
Figure 10-5 compares nitrate, Figure 10-6 compares turbidity, and Figure 10-7 compares
ultra violet absorbance readings for the two locations. While the data collected at the
two stations appear to compare favorably in general, there is a question whether DOC,
TOC and turbidity at the two stations are sufficiently comparable to enable data from
both locations to be used together. Further detailed studies would be required to fully
establish the comparability of the data.

San Joaquin River — Vernalis versus Mossdale

As has been the case with the Sacramento River at Greenes Landing, the San Joaquin
River near Vernalis has long been used by a number of agencies for monitoring the
quality of water flowing into the Delta. And, as is the case with the Greenes Landing,
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the location of the monitoring station is far enough downstream to well represent the
influence of the San Joaquin River on the Delta, and far enough upstream to be
sufficiently away from tidal influence to avoid flow reversals. There are, however,
problems with this station. One problem is that it is only a little way downstream of the
confluence of the Stanislaus River and may not, therefore, always be well mixed.
Another problem is that, during low flow periods, it is not uncommon for water depth at
this location to be so shallow as to strand automated sample probes, and to make
collection of a representative discrete sample difficult. Also, sampling has been
performed from a well-traveled bridge that is believed to present hazards to sampling
personnel.

Due to these concerns, consideration is presently being given to constructing a housing
for new automated monitoring equipment at a location downstream at Mossdale.
Logistically, the Mossdale location is much to be preferred. A potentially serious
drawback to the Mossdale location is that it is subject to significant tidal influence, which
complicates the ability to measure flow and compute mass loadings. Another problem is
that this location is downstream of the confluence of Paradise Cut and San Joaquin
River. Under some conditions, pumping in the south Delta, particularly through the
Tracy Pumping Plant, draws San Joaquin River water westward from the San Joaquin
River through Paradise Cut to Old River, bypassing the San Joaquin River at Mossdale.
This raises the question of whether flow and water quality monitoring at Mossdale are
fully representative of the influence of the San Joaquin River on the Delta.

A preliminary analysis of available data on constituents of drinking water concern for the
two locations collected by the Department of Water Resources on the same days follows.
Figure 10-8 compares the very limited data on TDS. Figure 10-9 compares bromide,
Figure 10-10 compares DOC, Figure 10-11 compares TOC, Figure 10-12 compares
nitrate, Figure 10-13 compares turbidity, and Figure 10-14 compares ultra violet
absorbance (UVA) readings taken at the two stations on the same sampling days. TDS
and bromide concentrations measured at the two stations did not always compare
favorably, though did on most sampling occasions. DOC appeared comparable, while
TOC was not as comparable. Nitrate was generally comparable, as was UV, but there
appears to be some question as to the comparability of turbidity data at the two locations.

Because of the high value of the very long historical record at Vernalis, it is highly
desirable to maintain collection of data that can be used together with historical data at
Vernalis. Further studies would be required to fully establish the comparability of data
collected at the Vernalis and Mossdale monitoring stations.
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FIGURE 10-11¢
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APPENDIX A

SUMMARY OF NITRATE DATA
COLLECTED BY THE DEPRTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES
MUNICIPAL WATER QUALITY INVESTIGAITONS PROGRAM
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